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Dublin Castle, 

20th March, 1884. 


Lord Chancellor, 

Herewith are sent the Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into 
the origin and causes of certain disturbances at Derry on the 1st November, 1883, and 
the evidence upon which the said Report is founded. 

These papers are referred to you by direction of His Excellency with a view to your 
considering the action of the several Magistrates mentioned in the course of the 
evidence, and in the Report of the proceedings in the City Hall after the Apprentice 
Boys seized and were holding the occupation of the same, and with a view to your 
taking such steps in relation thereto as you may think advisable and proper. 

(Signed), R. G. C. Hamilton. 


II. 


Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s On ice, 
Dublin, 3rd May , 1884. 

Sir R. G. C. Hamilton, — 

I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to state for the information of His Excellency 
the Lord Lieutenant, that on the receipt of your Minute of the 20th of March last, 
transmitting by His Excellency’s direction, the Report of the Commissioners appointed 
to inquire into the origin and causes of certain disturbances at Derry, on the 1st 
November, 1883, and the evidence on which such Report is founded, with a view to His 
Lordship’s considering the action of the several Magistrates mentioned in the course of 
the evidence, and in the Report of the proceedings in the City Hall after the Apprentice 
Boys seized and were holding the occupation of the same, and with a view to His 
Lordship taking such steps as he might think advisable and proper, that His Lord- 
ship deemed it his duty to require an explanation of their conduct on the occasion in 
question from Mr. M f Clintock, Colonel Waring, Mr. William F. Black, and Sir William 
Miller, four of the Magistrates who were present there. 

. His Lordship has received from each of these gentlemen a letter in explanation, on 
consideration of which, especially that received from Mr. M'Clintock, His Lordship 
considered that it was unnecessary for him to proceed to any extreme measure in regard 
to any of these gentlemen. 

He has, however, reproved them for their conduct on the occasion in question. 

His Lordship desires me to attach hereto a copy of the correspondence which took 
place. 

I also return herewith the original Report and Appendix. 

(Signed), J. Nugent Lentaigne. 
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Inclosure (1). 

Copy Correspondence ■with Robert M'Clintock, d.l., j.p. 

Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, Four Courts. 

Dublin, 27th March, 1884. 

Sm T am directed by the Lord Chancellor to inform you that there has been laid before him, by the 

dteSon of His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, the Eeport of the Commissioner appointed by His 
Excellency's Warrant to inquire into the disturbances at Londonderry, on the 1st November last, and the 
nblcnce noon trlucli that Eeport is founded. The said Eeport ami evidence have been so laid before the Lord 
Chancellor with the view of his considering the action of the several magistrates mentioned m the course of 
the evidence and in the report of the proceedings in the City Hall after the Apprentice Boys seised and were 
holding the occupation of the same, and with a view to his talcing such steps m relation thereto as he might 
tli ini- advisable and proper. . . . ...... 

It appears that in Londonderry, on the 1st November last, an outrageous and scandalous not took place m 
or about the horn- of two o’clock; F.M., in and in the immediate vicinity of the Corporation Hall of that city 
on the approach towards it of what has been called a Nationalist procession, and during which not severaL 
shots were fired from the Corporation Hall and heavy missiles thrown from its root, and several shots were 
also fired by persons who were either in or close to the Nationalist procession, and serious injuries were caused 
to several persons in the public thoroughfares— the public peace being seriously invaded and disturbed. 

The circumstances which led up to the reprehensible occurrences just mentioned appear to be as 

fol lThadheen arranged that the Lord Mayor of Dublin, Mr. Dawson, was to deliver a lecture on the said 1st 
of November, in the City Hall of Londonderry, which would seem to have been previously placed at his dis- 
posal bv the permission or resolution of the Corporation of the city. 

In the forenoon of that day, close upon the hour of twelve o’clock, a meeting of the Goqiomtion would seem 
to have been summoned for the purpose of considering whether the said permission or resolution should not be 
withdrawn or rescinded. .. 

It would also appear that it was expected that the Lord Mayor of Dublin, on Ins visit to Londonderry on 
the day in question, would bo received by a monster outdoor demonstration of persons calling themselves 
Nationalists, with hands and banners, organized for his reception. 

It appears that a counter-demonstration, suggested or projected by a body of persons in Londonderry styling 
themselves “ the Apprentice Boys," was summoned to assemble at Walker's Pillar in the said city, under 
placards or circulars purporting to bear your name, to protest amongst other things against the action of the 
Corporation in permitting the meeting to lie held in the City Hall, at which the Lord Mayor of Dublin was to 
deliver his lecture. 

It would further appear that on the day in. question while the Corporation were assembled m their Council 
Chamber considering the question of withdrawing the permission, or rescinding the resolution above referred to, 
“ the Apprentice Boys,” several hundred in number, having proceeded with hands and banners from the 
neighbourhood of Walker’s Pillar, came in the direction of Bishop’s-street, and so down to the Diamond, when 
they quickened their pace to a run and rushed into the Corporation Hall through the door facing Bishop’s- 
street, mounted the stairs, forced open a door, and took possession of the Assembly Hall, amidst much cheering 
and shouting. This occurred soon after twelve o’clock while the Corporation wore still in deliberation in the 
adjoining Council Chamber. 

This lawless and forcible occupation of the City Hall was followed by the entiy of yourself and other 
gentlemen, several of whom hold Her Majesty’s Commission of the Peace, into the said City Hall, and by 
you and those other gentlemen uniting yourselves there with the Apprentice Boys who were so in possession 
of it. Immediately thereupon the occupants of the Hall constituted themselves a meeting, of which you 
became the chairman under a resolution proposed by Mr. Ferguson, who used the following words amongst 
others : — “I am about to move that your City Grand Master, Robert M'Clintock, d.l., Dunmore, take the 
chair. The right man in the right place (cheers), who nobly responded to your call and issued his fiat, which, 
if it has not been attended with great results in the way of numbers, has been attended with that indomitable 
pluck, and resolution, and success which ever follows any attempt undertaken by the gallant Apprentice Boys 
(cheers). And now, Derrymen, and Tyronemen, and Limavadymen, I am glad to see you here. We saw 
through this feint that our chicken-hearted Corporators could not see, or pretended not to see through (cheers). 
I hope we have foiled it.” On this resolution being seconded by Mr. Colhoun, Mr. Ferguson spoke as 
follows : — “ Before that is put, I will just say to you that we have got to hold this Hall to-night till ten o'clock 
(tremendous cheering), and that no person is to wander out of the garrison if you are to hold it (cheers). 
Prepare yourselves for a state of siege, and we will send you in refreshments.” Having taken the chair 
thereupon you addressed the meeting, and afterwards listened to other speeches, some of them being of a highly, 
inflammatory character. 

During the time this meeting was being held, information seems to have reached the Hall that the Corporation 
had, by a large majority, rescinded the resolution allowing the Lord Mayor of Dublin to lecture in it, whereupon 
the said Mr. Ferguson spoke as follows : — “ This is yielding to the moral force of ‘ No surrender ’ (cheers). 
But it does not, for one moment, make us relax our efforts (cheers). The intention with which we started this 
morning must be carried out to the end. If we vacated thus Hall for one instant it would be taken by others, 
and the moral lesson which we intend to teach outsiders would he lost.” 

Other resolutions having heen put and speeches made, Mr. Robert M'Vicker, a member of the Corporation, 
appeared in the Hall, and, after mentioning that the resolution to give the Hall to the Lord Mayor had been 
rescinded, stated that he thought it was the duty of the chairman of the meeting to seo the Mayor, and ask him 
to place the police in possession of the Hall, a proposition which was met by cries “ We’ll not leave it," ,l We’ll 
hold it ourselves,” “ "We’ll hold the fort.” 

_ Subsequently it appears that you vacated the chair on Mr. William Black being called thereto. And upon 
liis conveying to you the thanks of the meeting you responded and advised “aR while maintaining their ground 
not to act on the offensive.” 

It would appear that some time afterwards and before the Nationalist procession, which accompanied the 
Lord Mayor, had reached Bishop-street or its neighbourhood, you, and several of the gentlemen above referred 
to, who took part in the meeting above described, left the hall. Not long after, the procession which accoin- 
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pamed the Lord Mayor of Dublin, approached the Diamond through Bishop-street. It was at this moment 
that the not stated at the commencement of this letter took place amidst great noise and excitement. Some 
of those left behind in possession of the hall having invaded the council chamber of the Corporation— others 
having mounted upon the roof of the City Hall— shots being fired through the windows of the council chamber 
towards Bishop-street, and slates and other missiles being flung from the building on the crowd below, resu] tin" 
in several serious injuries. 

The Commissioners appointed by His Excellency’s Warrant have in their report found that the proximate 
cause of the disturbances and breaches of the peace above stated, was the forcible occupation by the Apprentice 
Boys and their party of the Corporation building. Of the correctness of this finding the Lord Chancellor can- 
not entertain the smallest doubt. 

The Lord Chancellor is far from thinking that you or the other magistrates acting with you at the meeting 
in the hall had either in your view or conception the actual not which ultimately took place, or the deplorable 
consequences which followed from it. But it appears to him that you, ns a magistrate, have incurred most 
serious responsibility in violating your duty to the co mmis sion which you hold, in pursuing a line of conduct 
highly calculated in liis lordship’s judgment to endanger the public peace, by your having adopted and sanctioned 
the occupation of the City Hall by the Apprentice Boys. 

It would seem to the Lord Chancellor that the seizure of the City Hall was planned or adopted with the 
view either of overawing the Corporation or preventing the Lord Mayor and his party from having any use 
of it, in case the permission, accorded to them previously, was not withdrawn. But, be that as it may, the 
lawless taking and subsequent holding of the hall was an improper and illegal proceeding, and should not have 
had any sanction whatever from magistrates. 

The Lord Chancellor does not find that you were party or privy to the original design of taking the hall, but 
on the facts before him, if they be accurate, he thinks that you both countenanced and sanctioned u continued, 
occupation by those who illegally possessed themselves of it, and that by your presence and action at the 
meeting you aided the daring and reckless conduct of those Apprentice Boys who seized the hall, and promoted 
and sustained the excitement of those present therein, so as to make them ready for any contingency which 
might occur, and thereby afforded an example to other magistrates of a most dangerous anil unallowable 
character. 

You will therefore be good enough to give such explanation as you may think proper, either in reference to 
any of the facts above stated, which you may dispute, or any conclusions drawn therefrom, affecting your 
conduct, which may appear to you not to be warranted. 

I beg to add for your information that the statements as to the proceedings and speeches in the City Hall at 
the meeting above mentioned, are taken from the report of the same, as contained in the Derry Sentinel of the 
3rd November last, which was proved before the Commissioners to be correct, and which is set out as Appendix B 
to theiv Report. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant. 


Robert M'Clintock, esq., d.l., j.p., 
Dunmore, Corrigans. 


J. Nugent Lentaione, 


Dunmore, March 29th, 1884. 

Sir, — I beg to acknowledge the receipt of two communications from the Lord Chancellor, referring, the 
one to the occurrences of the 1st November, the other to the 17tli of March. Owing to the length of these 
documents, and the number of points raised in them, I must request a few days time, in which to frame a 
reply. 

I remain, sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M'Clintock. 


Dunmore, County Donegal, 
lGth April, 1884. 

Sir,— I beg leave to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 27th ult., written by direction of the 
Lord Chancellor; and to state that I would have given it an earlier reply, were it not that, before doing so, I 
deemed it necessary to procure and read the Report and evidence to which his Lordship refere. 

In dealing with the subject of your communication, I feel myself seriously embarrassed by reason of the long 
period that has elapsed since the events you mention occurred ; and although I doubt not that the delay in 
addressing me has arisen from causes beyond the Lord Chancellor's control, 1 must express mv regret that 1 
was not called on to justify or explain my conduct at a time when my recollection of the circumstances was 
more clear and accurate than it can be after an interval of five months. As it is I am obliged to omit reference 
to many matters as to which I cannot trust my memory, and to confine myself to statements about which, 
notwithstanding the lapse of time, I entertain no doubt. . 

On the morning of the first of November last, I went into Londonderry from my residence in the country 
for the purpose of attending a meeting which was to be held at noon of that day at Walkers Pillar, and at 
which I had been asked to take the cliair. The object of the meeting, winch originated with a number of the 
most respectable artizans in the city, is, I believe, correctly indicated in the Report of tiie Lord Inentenants 
Commissioners as being “to protest against what was termed the invasion of Londonderry by the National 


j-.eaaue, ana io censure inosemeuiucra ui mo * , ,,,. -.i • 

“ the city.” Having regard to the time and place of assembly, I was of opinion that the holding of this 
meeting would not endmger tire public peace ; and I believed that I was m no respect violates my duty as a 
magistrate in attending it, approving as I did of its object and considering m the words of the Report thn 


“there was in it nothing illegal,” hut 'that “ it was just such a counter-demonstration as any^onn^it 
reasonably foresee would follow upon the announcement of the lecture m the Town Hall, preceded by an 

ostentatious political demonstration in favour of the Lord Mayor of Du . . . . . , 

Shortly after I reached ‘Walker’s Pillar I was informed that the proposed meeting was to take place in the 
City Hall ; and on proceeding thither I found the Assembly Room occupied by an orderl; and respectable 
audience. “mew SoZg of the circumstances which caused the change m the place of meeting, or under 
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■which the j>ersons present entered the lialL There was certainly nothing in the demeanour of the assembly, 
as I found it, to lead me to believe, nor as a matter of fact did I believe, that an illegal act had been com- 
mitted j and so far from conceiving that there was any likelihood of a breach of the peace ensuing, I thought 
that even if (contrary to my own belief and anticipation) there was any danger that a meeting held out of 
doors would be attended with disturbance, such risk would he effectually avoided by holding it within a 
building. 

I have read with attention the several extracts contained in your letter relative to holding possession of 
the Hall. Although my recollection on this point is not very distinct, I do not doubt tlmt observations of the 
sump or similar purport were made ; and indeed it is possible that the quotations are a literal reproduction of 
what was spoken. But be this as it may, I can say with certainty as to myself, and to the best of my belief 
as regards the other magistrates present, that whatever was saicl on this subject was not of such a character as 
to fix our attention, or to make much impression on our minds. This will not be wondered at when it is remem- 
bered that these observations, formidable as they may appear when collected in a letter, were incidents of but 
one or two minutes’ duration in proceedings that lasted considerably over an hour. The remarks were 
desultory — the subject formed no part of the business or object of the meeting — no resolution in reference to 
it was proposed or suggested— and the principal speakers in their more or less elaborate addresses made no 
allusion to it. Under such circumstances it will be readily understood that the matter attracted but little of 
my attention at the time, and that my remembrance of it at present is somewhat hazy. There is one thing, 
however, of which I am certain, aud which I can assert without hesitation, doubt, or qualification — From the 
time I entered the room until I left it, I heard nothing that conveyed to my mind that the Hall had been 
occupied illegally, or that there was an intention on the part of anyone to hold possession of it against the will 
or wish, or contrary to the request either of the Corporation, its owners and proper custodians, or of the 
authorities entrusted with the preservation of the public peace. Whatever were the words I used in responding 
to the vote of thanks, I am sure that they did not convey this idea. If I had understood that such an 
intention had been expressed or was entertained, I would have felt it my duty to protest against it ; and if we 
had been requested by anyone representing the Corporation or the recognized guardians of the peace, to leave 
the Hall, I would have done so myself j and, if necessary, I would have used my influence with the meeting to 
follow my example. So far, however, as there being any such request, the fact was, that although the Corpo- 
ration, attended by its Town Clerk and officers, was holding its quarterly meeting in the adjoining room, 
although two of its members were present, and spoke at the meeting over which I presided, although there 
were two District Inspectors and a large force of Constabulary’ within the building, and one or two Resident 
Magistrates outside, there was not, from first to last, from any of these quarters an observation, inquiry, 
intimation, or complaint, in reference to the occupation of the Hall. It is time that Mr. M'Vicker suggested 
that the chairman should communicate with the Mayor in reference to the police being placed in possession j 
but he said nothing (at least as I understood him) to show that the Corporation disapproved of our presence 
there, or questioned our right to continue in occupation. 

While, however, I thus emphatically repudiate any illegal intention on my own part and the knowledge of its 
existence in the minds of others, candour obliges me to say, and indeed I have no wish to conceal that, as long as 
I was satisfied that the occupation of the Hall was approved of by the Corporation and not disapproved of by the 
officers of the peace, I was prepared to advise, if the occasion had arisen, that it should not be abandoned in 
deference to or in consequence of the clamour, threats or violence of a “ monster out-door demonstration.” of 
Nationalists acting under the auspices of the National League. 

I regret that the Lord Chancellor considers that any of the speeches delivered at a meeting presided over by 
me were of “ a highly inflammatory character." I have read my own observations on talcing the chair and the 
addresses of the gentlemen who followed me, as reported in the Londonderry Sentinel ; and, as far ns I conform 
a judgment, I do not find that they propound any opinions which it is improperto entertain or illegal to express. 
Vigorous language was used in reference to agitators and so-called Nationalists ; hut it does not seem to differ 
much from what has been recently and frequently employed on the same subject by Ministers and Statesmen ; 
and I doubt whether there is to he tound in the Report a stronger expression than that applied in the House of 
Commons to the same class ot men by a Law Officer of the Crown when ho describes thorn as being “ steeped to 
the lips in treason.” I trust, moreover, that the Lord Chancellor will not forget that the speakers felt warmly 
on the subject ot their speeches j and, while I admit that sincerity of conviction cannot justify the promulgation 
of news that are in themselves erroneous, I think that we in the North have at least reasonable grounds for re- 
garding with horror and for condemning with vigour the introduction into our peaceful and comparatively 
prosperous province of an agitation that in other parts of Ireland has proved fatal to peace and materially re- 
tarded prosperity. I would also remind tho Lord Chancellor that platform speeches must necessarily differ in their 
strength and emphasis from the calmly measured and altogether passionless language which his Lordship is 
accustomed to use on the judicial bench and I would add that, whatever was the character of the speeches, the 
assembly was from first to last orderly, decorous and free from undue or unbecoming excitement. 

It may doubtless he asked how it happened that the outcome of such a meeting as I have thus described 
was the reprehensible conduct described in your letter. It would be to me the source of the deepest pain, if 
un* * , t iat aBsemb ly over which I presided composed as it seemed to he of respectable and law- 

abiding men, became in the course of half an hour a violent mob. I believe, however, and I thiuk that the 
evidence before the Commission supports my belief, that the great body of the meeting had neither act nor part 
m me riotous proceedings. I saw no sign of weapons having been brought into the Hall : and although one or 
two pistols imght have been concealed, this could hardly have been the case if the carrying of arms had been 
genen . I lie missiles used were evidently extemporized. There is' evidence as to only one revolver within 
, e a • ^ as P r °ved that about seven or eight, and certainly not more than twelve persons, were on 

e too , e only place from which missiles were thrown. There was probably about the same number at the 
10a wm ows. lhe tune covered by the whole transaction was less than five minutes. These considerations 
satisiy me that the illegal acts were committed by a very few turbulent spirits: and that as regards the great 
v^Tiuyself SRVeraJ hundre<ls who formecl tte meeting, they were as free from participating in those acts as I 

now » ^ ar a ? my means of knowledge will permit, dealt with the several matters 
npi-foi't ^° Ur iettei ’q I submit this communication to the consideration of the Lord Chancellor with 

tbst T bo™ e . a ° e > a 'Confidence not di mini s h ed by the fact that his Lordship has stated that it appeared to him 
T lmrl nr. nr,™ .k e ■. niy duty to the Commission of the Peace, and has found every charge against me, before 
accused TnflnmJobt v . 8aj ? a f a word in my own defence. Under ordinary circumstances, indeed, an 
nerlnus tribunals hat -m- S i + by ^ bom . ba d been condemned before his case was heard, and there are 
^ ^ might be tempted to justify by final decision the soundness of a preconceived and pre- 
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expressed opinion. I can, however, assure his Lordship that such feehW ™ , i „ • 

that I am convinced tliat what I have now urged on my own behalf will be wvA I m T ray , ™ nd » f? cl 

ta am am.er worthy of his great legal experience 7 ^ ^ CWUor 


J. Nugent Lentaigne, Esq. 


I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert SPClintock. 


Sir, — I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 1 6th 
Lord Chancellor’s consideration at the earliest opportunity. 


Four Courts, Dublin, 

17th April, 1884 

instant, which 1 will submit for the 


Robert M'Clintock, Esq., d.l., j.p., 
Dunmore, Camgans. 


I have the honour to be, Sir, your obedient servant, 

J. Nugent Lentaigne. 


Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, Four Courts, 
Dublin, 30th April, 1884 

SiR, — 1 am directed by the Lord Chancellor to acknowledge your letter of the lGth April instant, to which 
his Lordship has given the most careful consideration, and to state that there are substantially two matters 
put forward and relied on in it, which, the Lord Chancellor is bound to say, have to a material extent 
modified the views which unquestionably struck him with great force in relation to your conduct, upon his 
reading the evidence given before the Commissioners appointed by His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant and 
their Report and the Appendix thereto, and which views he felt bound, in the discharge of his duty, to 
place before yon. 

Those matters are, first, the difference which may fairly exist between the reading in a connected form of 
the observations made during the meeting in the City Hall by persons other than yourself and the other 
magistrates there assembled, in a report of those proceedings, and the true effect of those observations, made 
during a meeting in a desultory manner, such as you describe ; secondly, the distance of time at which you 
are now called upon to answer, when ns you say, recollection may reasonably be at fault as to the hearing of 
those observations, the attention paid to them, and the impression made at the actual time of the meeting, by 
such of them as were heard. Placing those matters together and considering them with the solemn statements 
you make that you were not at any time aware of any illegality in the holding of the City Hall on the day in 
question, the Lord Chancellor thinks that he ought not to affect you with the knowledge that the possession 
of the Hall was illegally held or maintained, and that therefore he ought not to deal with you ns a magistrate 
aiding and abetting the lawless conduct of those who had taken the Hall. The Lord Chancellor was most 
careful in informing you, that he did not find you were party or privy to any design of seizing on the City 
Hall, but what influenced Ms mind in relation to the responsibility which as a magistrate he thought you. 
had incurred, was, what appeared to him, tire unmistakable and oft repeated assertion of Mr. Ferguson in 
particular, that the Hall was to be held, as it really seemed to the Lord Chancellor to be conveyed, at all 
hazards and against all persons, even the Corporation itself. 

The Lord Chancellor tMnks that in the face of your repeated assertion to the contrary he cannot safely 
hold that you are answerable for the interpretation which that language was open to, the effect of which was 
not as you suggest, either present or brought home to your mind. But, notwithstanding, the Lord Chancellor 
feels bound to say, that he is surprised that you and the other County Magistrates did not think it right to 
make any inquiry as to whether the Corporation had given permission to have the meeting held in the Hall, 
or as to the circumstances under which it came iuto the possession of those who were occupying it when you 
and the other Magistrates entered, and more surprised that you were not quick enough to understand some, 
at all events, of the expressions made use of by those at the meeting, indicating a forced possession of the 
Hall, and that, too, before the Corporation had revoked the permission previously accorded to the Lord Mayor 
of Dublin, and he must say that, wMle accepting your explanation, he is unable to free yon from blame. . 

He thinks that you were indiscreet, and that you seriously erred in judgment, and that action of a similar 
character should not again be adopted by you v 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

J. Nugent Lentaigne. 

Robert M'Clintock, Esq., d.l., j.p., 

Dunmore, Cariigans. 


B 
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Inclosuke (2). 


Copy Correspondence with Colonel Thomas Waring, d.l., j.p. 


Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, Porn- Courts, 
Dublin, 27tli March, 1884. 

Sin, — I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to inform you that there has been laid before him, by the 
direction of His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, the Report of the Commissioners appointed by His 
Excellency’s Warrant to inquire into the disturbances at Londonderry on the 1st November last, and the 
evidence upon which that Report is founded. The said Report and evidence have been so laid before the 
Lord Chancellor with the view of his considering the action of the several Magistrates mentioned in the course 
of the evidence, and in the Report of the proceedings in the City Hall after the Apprentice Boys seized and 
were holding the occupation of the same, and with a view to his talcing such stops in relation thereto as he 
might think advisable and proper. 

It appeal’s that in Londonderry, on the 1st November last, an outrageous and scandalous riot took place in 
or about the hour of two o’clock r.jr., in and in the immediate vicinity of the Corporation Hall of that city, on 
the approach towards it of what has been called a Nationalist procession, and during which riot several shots 
were tired from the Corporation Hall, and heavy missiles thrown from its roof, and several shots were also 
fired by persons who were either in or close to the Nationalist procession, and serious injuries were caused to 
several persons in the public thoroughfare — the public peace being seriously invaded and disturbed. 

The circumstances which led up to the reprehensible occurrences just mentioned appear to be as follows : — 

It had been arranged that the Lord Mayor of Dublin, Mr. Dawson, was to deliver a lecture on the said 1 st of 
November in the City Hall of Londonderry, which would seem to have been previously placed at his disposal 
by the permission or resolution of the Corporation of the city. 

In the forenoon of that day, close upon the hour of twelve o’clock, a meeting of the Corporation would seem 
to have been summoned, for tire purpose of considering whether the said permission or resolution should not be 
withdrawn or rescinded. 

It would also appear, that it was expected that the Lord Mayor of Dublin on his visit to Londonderry on 
the day in question, would be received by a monster out-door demonstration of persons calling themselves 
Nationalists, with bands and banners, organized for his reception. 

It appears that a counter demonstration suggested or projected by a body of persons in ] jondonderry, styling 
themselves the “ Apprentice Boys,” was summoned to assemble at Walker's Pillar in . the said city, under 
placards or circulars purporting to bear the name of Mr. Robert M'Clintock, hereinafter mentioned, to protest, 
amongst other things, against the action of the Corporation in permitting the meeting to be held in the City 
Hall, at which the Lord Mayor of Dublin was to deliver his lecture. 

It would further appear that on the day in question, while the Corporation were assembled in their Council 
Chamber considering the question of withdrawing the permission or rescinding the resolution above referred 
to, the “ Apprentice Boys,” several hundred in number, having proceeded, with bands and banners, from the 
neighbourhood of Walker s Pillar, came in the direction of Bishop-street, and so down to the Diamond, when 
they quickened their pace to a run, and rushed into the Corporation Hall through the door facing Bishop-street, 
mounted the stairs, forced open a door, and took possession of the Assembly Hall, amidst much cheering and 
shouting. This occurred soon after twelve o’clock while the Corporation were still in deliberation in the adjoining 
Council Chamber. 


The lawless and forcible occupation of the City Hall was followed by the entiy of yourself, Mr. Robert 
M'G'lintock, aud other gentlemen, several of whom hold Her Majesty’s Commission of the Peace, into the said 
City Hall, and by you, and those other gentlemen, uniting yourselves there with the Apprentice Boys who 
were so in possession of it. Immediately thereupon the occupants of the Hall constituted themselves a meeting, 
of which Mr. Robert M'Olintock became the chairman under a resolution proposed by Mi - . Ferguson, who 
used the following words amongst others ; “ I am about to move that your City Grand Master, Robert 
M'C'lintock, d.l., Dunmore, take the chair. The right man in the right place (cheers), who nobly responded 
to your call and issued liis fiat, which if it has not been attended with great results in the way of numbers, has 
been attended with that indomitable pluck and resolution and success which ever follows any attempt under- 
taken by the gallant Apprentice Boys (cheers). And now, Deny men, and Tyrone men, and Limavady men, 
I am glad to see you here. W e saw through this feint that our chicken-hearted Corporators could not see or 
pretendedmot to see through (cheers). I hope we have foiled it.” On this resolution being seconded by Mr. 
Lolhoun, Mr Ferguson spoke as follows : “ Before that is put, I will just say to you, that we have got to 
hold this Hall to-night 'till ten o’clock (tremendous cheering), and that no person is to wander out of the 
“ y** a “’ e *° it (cheers). Prepare yourselves for a state of seige and we will send you in 
refreshments. Mr. Robert M'Olintock, having thereupon taken the chair, addressed the meeting, and after- 
wards speeches were addressed to the meeting in the City Hall, some of them being of a highly inflammatory 
diameter. 1 ou were one of the speakers who addressed that meeting, and in the course of your speech, you 
are reported to have used the following expressions : “ Don’t let us give the enemy cause to blaspheme, by any 
violence or irregularity now. We have done extremely well this morning. We have won a bloodless victory, 
an , a ’T 1 ^o g aine d our point, let us be content. If we find that the protests which have been made in different 
parts of the country should fail in the desired effect, we will find time and place to emphasize them (cheers), 
r ° j 1 Ji 011 occasion - the present is one to do that. I regret that the notice was so short, otherwise 
wou no ave come alone. If you ever want me here again, on an occasion like the present, I won’t come 
alone, but it will take three special trains to bring me.” (Cheers.) 

During the time this meeting was being held, information seems to have reached the Hall that the Corpora- 
tion had by a large majority rescinded the resolution allowing the Lord Mayor of Dublin to lecture in it, 
thereupon the smd Mr. Ferguson spoke as follows: “This is yielding to the moral force of * no surrender ’ 
• Xt ■ n0t , one moment mak e us relax our efforts (cheers). The intention with which we 
bC C ,T' I6d ° Utt0 the end I£ vacated this Hall for one instant, it would be 
taken by others and the moral lesson, which we intend to teach outsiders, would be lost.” 

bpm ! S ? Ut ’ aud s P eeches Mr. Robert M'Vicker, a member of the Corporation, 

appealed m the Hall, and after mentioning that the resolution to give the Hall to the Lord Mayor had been 
esemded, stated, that he thought it was the duty of the chairman of the meeting to see the Mayor, and ask 
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him to pkceth 6 police in possesion of the Hall, a proposition which was met bv cries, “ WU not leave it"— 
“ We 11 hold it ourselves — •“ We 11 hold the fort. 1 

Subsequently it appears that Mr. Hebert M'Clintock vacated the chair, on Mr. William Black being called 
thereto <md upon his conveying to Mr. M'Olmtock the thanks of the meeting, the latter respondfd, and 
advised all “ while maintaining their ground not to act on the defensive ” 

It would appear that sometime afterwards, and before the Nationalist procession, which accompanied the 
Lord Mayor, had reached Bishop-street or its neighbourhood, you and several of the gentlemen above referred 
to, who took part in the meetmg above described, left the Hall. Not long after, the procession, which 
accompanied the Lord Mayor of Dublin, approached the Diamond through Eishop-street. It was at this moment 
that the not stated at the commencement of this letter took place, amidst great noise and excitement Some 
of those left behind in possession of the Hall having invaded the Council Chamber of the Corporation— others 
having mounted upon the roof of the City Hall— shots being fired through the windows of the Council 
Chamber towards Bishop-street, and slates and other missiles being Hung from the building on the crowd below- 
resulting in several serious injuries. 

The Commissioners appointed by His Excellency’s warrant have in their Report found that the proximate 
cause of the disturbances and breaches of the peace above stated, was the forcible occupation, by the Apprentice 
Boys and their party, of the Corporation building. Of the correctness of this finding the Lord Chancellor 
cannot entertain the smallest doubt. 


The Lord Chancellor is far from thinking that yon or the other magistrates acting with von at the meeting 
in the Hall, had, either in your view or conception, the actual riot which ultimately took place, or the deplorable 
consequences which followed from it. But it appears to him that you, as a magistrate, have incurred most 
serious responsibility, in violating your duty to the commission which you hold, in pursuing a line of conduct 
highly calculated in his lordship’s judgment to endanger the public peace, bv your having adopted and 
sanctioned the occupation of the City Hall by the Apprentice Boys ; indeed if "there was nothing further in 
the case than the words above quoted from your speech, having regard to the occasion on which that speech 
was made, and the persons to whom it was addressed, the conduct of the Apprentice Boys in seizing the City 
Hall would seem to have had your strongest approval. The only meaning the Lord Chancellor can attach to 
“ the bloodless victory,” and the point gained, as stated in your speech, was the seizing and holding of the 
City Hall as above described. It would seem to the Lord Chancellor that the seizure of the City Hall was 
planned or adopted with the view, either of overawing the Corporation, or preventing the Lord Mayor arul Ins 
party from having any use of it, in case the permission accorded to them previously was not. withdrawn. But 
be that as it may, the lawless taking and subsequent holding of the Hall was an improper and illegal pro- 
ceeding, and should not have had any sanction whatever from magistrates. 

The Lord Chancellor does not find that you were party or privy to the original design of taking the Hall, 
but on the facts before him, if they be accurate, he thinks that you both countenanced and sanctioned a continued 
occupation by those who illegally possessed themselves of it, and that by your presence and action at the meeting 
you aided the daring and reckless conduct of those Apprentice Boys who seized the Hall, and promoted and 
sustained the excitement of those present therein, so as to make them ready for any contingency which might 
occur, and thereby afforded an example to other magistrates of a most dangerous and unallowable character. 

You will therefore he good enough to give such explanation as you may think proper, either in reference to 
any of the facts above stated, which you may dispute, or any conclusions drawn therefrom affecting your 
conduct, which may appear to you not to he warranted. 

I beg to add for your information that the statements as to the proceedings and speeches in the City Hall 
at the meeting above mentioned, are taken from the Report of the same, as contained in the Derry Sentinel 
of 3rd November last, which was proved before the Commissioners to be correct, and which is set out as 
Appendix B to their Report. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 


Colonel Thomas "Waring, d.l., J.P., 

"Waringstown House, Waringstown. 


J. Nugent Lejjtaigne 


Waringstown, March 31st, 1SS4. 

Sir, — I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 27th inst., in which you request 
me, for the information of the Lord Chancellor, to give such information ns I may think proper either with 
reference to the facts therein stated, which I may dispute, or any conclusion drawn by his lordship therefrom, 
affecting my conduct at Derry on the 1st of November last, which may appear to me not to be warranted. 

I cannot help expressing my regret, that before asking for and obtaining any such explanation, the Lord 
Chancellor should have committed himself to the opinion, expressed in your communication, that I, as a 
magistrate, have incurred most serious responsibility and had violated my duty to the commission which I 
hold, by pursuing a line of conduct highly calculated, in his lordship’s judgment, to endanger the public 
peace. I can hardly now hope to affect or alter what seems to me to bo a foregone conclusion ; but out of 
respect to the Lord Chancellor himself and the high office which he holds, I shall state the facts, in so far as 
they relate to my own action on the occasion in question. . . . . , 

The Report just published by the Derry Commissioners gives official sanction to the belief entertained 
by every impartial observer, that the “ disturbance which took place in Londonderry on the 1st November 
originated in the project afterwards carried into execution of organizing a public Nationalist procession 
with bands and banners in the principal streets of Londonderry on the occasion of the arrival of the Lord 
Mayor of Dublin to deliver his lecture in the Corporation Hal" The Lord Chancellor rairnot hut he aware 
that thi 3 demonstration was organized in pursuance of a system hy which the Province of Ulster was to be 
made to appear to be in sympathy with the so-called National aspirations. The loyal men of this great 
province were determined that such a movement should not be permitted to continue without protest ; ami 
meetings were arranged for, on their part, to show that Ulster, at all events, was still true to its old 

^ch ^meeting was held in Deny on the 1st of November last. Intimately connected as I have formally 
years been with that county and city, I could not resist the pressing invitation I received to take part m 
it, and I went accordingly 7 The loyalist meeting, as the _ Lord Chancellor is aware, was advertised to take 
place at "Walker’s monument, and I went there at the appointed hour. 
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I remained for some time awaiting the commencement of the proceedings, until I was informed that the 
meeting had adjourned to the Corporation Hall. 

I went down to the Hall in company with several others, I quietly entered it and found the meeting 
assembled there without the smallest indication of riot or disturbance. 

The Lord Chancellor is good enough to acquit me of being “ party or privy to the original design of taking 
the Hall.” I was not, nor am I yet aware, whether any such premeditated design existed. 

I like many others, felt indignant that a public hall should have been placed at the disposal of a gentleman 
who, coming in the guise of a lecturer on the franchise, had placed himself at the head of a great disloyal 
demonstration. 

If the Lord Chancellor has any authentic report of what I said, he will find that, throughout, I insisted 
on calmness and moderation. I congratulated the people that the Corporation Hall was not to be prostituted 
to disloyal purposes, and in speaking of their “ bloodless victory," I alluded to its occupation by the Apprentice 
Boys without any breach of the peace or disturbance whatsoever. I was no pai’ty to overawing the Corporation. 
So far as I am aware the Corporation was not in the least overawed, but acted purely voluntarily when they 
found their concession had been abused. I expressed neither approval nor disapproval of the taking forcible 
possession of the Hall for the best of all reasons — that when I spoke I had not the smallest idea that forcible 
possession had been taken. 

The Lord Chancellor intimates that I am to blame in. that I countenanced and sanctioned a continued 
occupation by those who had illegally possessed themselves of the Hall, and that by my presence I aided in 
what he is pleased to call, “the daring and reckless conduct of the Apprentice Boys, and sustained their 
excitement.” I have already stated that of the illegal seizure, if such there were, I had no knowledge whatever. 
I aided in no daring and reckless conduct — so far as I observed there was neither recklessness nor daring. I 
did nothing to sustain excitement, on the contrary, I said and did what I could to allay it. 

I am not aware that I have said or done anything inconsistent with my duty as a magistrate. I have taken 
part in a demonstration, as other magistrates have done, called to protest against the spread of treasonable 
sentiments. It never occurred to mo that I was precluded from doing so by the terms of my commission. 

If my action, as herein explained, be deemed by the Lord Chancellor to be inconsistent with the duties and 
obligations imposed upon me as a Justice of tire Peace, I should not feel at liberty to hold the commission for an 
hour ; and, I venture to ussert, that there are few loyal gentlemen in the province of Ulster, who, in this 
matter, do not sympathize with and shore my opinion. 

I have the honour to be, sir, your obedient humble servant, 


J. Nugent Lentaigne, esq., 

Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, 
Four Courts, Dublin. 


Thomas Waking. 


Four Courts, Dublin, 

2nd April, 1884. 

Sib, — I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 31st ultimo, which I will submit for the Lord 
Chancellor’s consideration at the earliest opportunity. 

I have the honour to he, sir, your obedient servant, 

J. Nugent Lentaigne. 

Colonel 'Waring, D.L., j.p., Waiingstown. 


Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, Four Courts, Dublin, 
30th April, 1884. 

Sib, — I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to state, with reference to your letter of the 31st ultimo, that 
liis lordship did not think it vight to reply thereto until all the other magistrates to whom he had written in 
relation to their conduct in the City Hall of Londonderry, on the 1st November, had answered the several 
communications addressed to them. The Lord Chancellor originully thought that this course was one that 
ought in fairness to be pursued, as it occurred to him that possibly different explanations might be put for- 
ward by each magistrate, which might affect the view he would ultimately take in relation to the conduct of all, 
and he had deteimined to abide by that course no matter what might be the tono of any individual letter. 

Had the Lord Chancellor to deal only with your letter he thinks it incumbent on him to say that he would 
lme had considerable difficulty in coining to the determination he lias arrived at, for although your letter 
denies that you were aware of any illegality in the taking or holding possession of the City Hall, or in 
encouraging those in it, you do not answer the portions of his letter wherein the observations of Mr. Ferguson 
are so pointedly stated, winch did unquestionably make a very strong impression on the Lord Chancellor’s 
nunf ‘ i or s ^°' v ’ h° w 7 0U could reconcile your statements, with the circumstance of hearing and understanding 
the effect of those observations, the strongest of them having been made even before the Corporation had with- 
dmwn the permission already given to the Lord Mayor of Dublin to use the City Hall. 

Mr. M‘Clmtock, who was chairman of the meeting, in his letter of explanation has laid before the Lord 
, uiceilor cert ^ considerations in reference to the above matters, upon which a good deal of the case hinges, 
which have modified to a great degree the views which he stated to Mr. M‘Clintock in common, with yourself, 
he most important of those is the difference which may fairly exist between the effect of reading a connected 
ppo rt of o bservations such as those mentioned and the impression which might or might not have been made 
upon e i lagistrates in the Hall, by those observations made, as they were, according to Mi - . M'Clintock’s 
m a desultoi J “ ai ‘ ner jn the course of a meeting such as that held in the City Hall on the day in 
y ue , ^ mor f. P^'ticmarly when recollection has to be thrown back now to a period of five months. The 
JUord Ohancellor weighing those considerations, has been able to accept Mr. M'Clintock’s assurance that 
e . a not, e\ en y those observations or otherwise, brought home to his mind any supposed illegality in the 
° f , the City Hall, which is reconcilable with the supposition that either the 
observations were imperfectly beard or not sufficiently attended to. ’ 
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The Lord Chancellor, having been enabled so far to accept the explanation of Mr. M‘Clintock thinks that 
he ought not to deal with you in a different manner, and that although your own explanation is imperfect he 
ought to accept your statement that you were not aware of any illegality that existed in the possession of ’the 
City Hall or the maintenance of it. r 

Li this way the language of your speech-though the Lord Chancellor must say it was very objectionable- 
would fall .short of adopting a known illegal act, and encouraging those who committed it, upon which basis 
the Lord Chancellors letter to you is mainly rested. 

It was the duty of the Lord Chancellor to place before you and the other Magistrates the way the facts, as 
they stood on the documents before him, struck his mind, and how the conclusions he was obliged to draw 
from those facts, affected your conduct as a Magistrate. Had he acted otherwise neither you nor the other 
Magistrates would have really know what was the true ground of complaint against you, and he believes that 
the course he adopted (the cnly proper oneunderthe very peculiar circumstances of the case) was what has really 
led to an explanation being given which he has been able to accept 
In conclusion, the Lord Chancellor must say that you are not blameless, and that in his opinion, you 
seriously erred m judgment, and he is not without hope, that on calmly reviewing the whole matter, you your- 
self may not differ much from this conclusion. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

, ^ -v-Y-r J- Nccext Lextaigni. 

Colonel Thomas Waring, D.L., j.p., 

Waringstown House, Waringstown. 


Waringstown, County Down, 
May 2nd, 1884. 

Silt, — I have the honour to acknowledge yours of the 30tli ult, replying to my letter of the 31st of 
March. 

I purpose to send the correspondence, which I presume is now closed, to the public Press by Monday 
evening’s post 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 


J. Nugent Lentaigne, esq., 

Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, Four Courts, Dublin . 


Thomas Waring. 


Inclosure (3). 

Copy of Correspondence with William F. Black, Esq., d.l., j.p. 

Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, Four Courts, Dublin. 

27th March, 1884. 

Sir, — I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to inform you, that thei*e has been laid before him by the 
direction of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, the Report of the Commissioners appointed by His Excellency’s 
Warrant, to inquire into the disturbances at Londonderry on the 1st November last, and the evidence upon 
which that Report is founded. The said Report and evidence have been so laid before the Lord Chancellor, 
with the view of his considering the action of the several magistrates mentioned in the course of the evidence, 
and in the report of the proceedings in the City Hall after the Apprentice Boys seized and were holding the 
occupation of the same, and with a view to his taking such steps in relation thereto as he might think advisable 
and proper. 

It appeal's that in Londonderry on the 1st November last an outrageous and scandalous riot took place in or 
about the hour of two o’clock, p.ir., in and in the immediate vicinity of the Corporation Hall of that city, on the 
approach towards it of what has been called a Nationalist procession, and during which riot several shots were 
fired from the Corporation Hall, and heavy missiles thrown from its roof, and several shots were also tired by 
persons who were either in or close to the Nationalist procession, and serious injuries were caused to several 
persons in the public thoroughfares, the public peace being seriously invaded and disturbed. 

The circumstances which led up to the reprehensible occurrences just mentioned appear to be as follows : — 

It had been arranged that the Lord Mayor of Dublin, Mr. Dawson, was to deliver a lecture on the said 1st 
of November in the City Hall of Londonderry, which would seem to have been previously placed at his disposal 
by the permission or resolution of the Corporation of the city. 

In the forenoon of that day, close upon the hour of twelve o'clock, a meeting of the Corporation would seem 
to have been summoned, for the purpose of considering whether the said permission or resolution should not be 
withdrawn or rescinded. 

It would also appear that it was expected that the Lord Mayor of Dublin on his visit to Londonderry on the 
day in question, would be received by a monster out-door demonstration of persons ca l l i n g themselves 
Nationalists, with bands and banners, organized for his reception. 

It appears that a counter demonstration, suggested or projected by a body of persons in Londonderry styling 
themselvs the “Apprentice Boys,” was summoned to assemble at Walker’s Pillar in the said city, under 
placards or circulars purporting to be signed by Mr. Robert M'Clmtoek, hereinafter mentioned, to protest, 
amongst other things, against the action of the Corporation in permitting the meeting to be held in the City Hall, 
at which the Lord Mayor of Dublin was to deliver his lecture. . . 

It would further appear that on the day in question, while the Corporation were assembled m tbeir Council 
Chamber considering the question of withdrawing the permission or rescinding the resolution above referred to, 
the “Apprentice Boys,” several hundred in number, having proceeded with bands and banners, from the 
neighbourhood of Walker’s Pillar, came in the direction of Bishop’s-street. and so down to the Diamond, when 
they quickened their pace to a run, and rushed into the Corporation Ball through the door facing Bishops- 
street, mounted the stairs, forced open a door, and took possession of the Assembly Hall, amidst much cheering 

^Th^o^fred soon after twelve o’clock while the Corporation were still in deliberation in the adjoining 
council chamber 

This lawless imd forcible occupation of the City Hall, n follows J by the entry of yourself, Ml-. Robert 
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M'Clintock, aud other gentlemen, several of whom hold Her Majesty’s Commission of the Peace, into the said 
City Hall ’and by you, Mr. M'Clintock, aud those other gentlemen, uniting yourselves there with tho 
Apprentice Boys who were so in possession of it. Immediately thereupon, the occupants of the hall con- 
stituted themselves a meeting, of which Mr. -Robert M‘Clmtock became the chairman, under a resolution 
proposed by Mr. Ferguson, who used the following words amongst others — “ I am about to move that your 
City Grand Master, Robert M'Clintock D. L. , Dunmore, take the chair. The l ight man in the light place (cheers), 
who nobly responded to your call and issued his fiat, which if it lias not been attended with great results in 
the way of numbers, has been attended with that indomitable pluck and resolution and success which ever 
follows any attempt undertaken by the gallant Apprentice Boys (cheers). And now Derry men and Tyrone 
men and Limavady men, I am glad to see you here. We saw through this feint that our chicken-hearted cor- 
porators could not see or pretended not to see through (cheers). I hope we have foiled it.” On this resolution 
bein': seconded by Mr. Collioun, Mr. Ferguson spoke as follows, “ Before that is put, I will just say to you 
that = we have got to hold this hall to-night till ten o’clock (tremendous cheering), and that no person is to 
wander out of the garrison if you are to hold it (cheers). Prepare yourselves for a state of seigo, and we will 
send you in refreshments.” Mr. Robert M‘Cliutock having thereupon taken the chair, addressed the meeting, 
and afterwards speeches were addressed to the meeting in the City Hall some of them being of a highly inflam- 
matory character. 

During the time this meeting was being held, information seems to have reached the hall, that the Corporation 
had by a large majority rescinded the resolution allowing the Lord Mayor of Dublin to lecture in it, whereupon 
the said Mr. Ferguson spoke as follows — “This is yielding to the moral force of ‘ no surrender,’ (cheers), but 
it docs not for one moment make us relax our efforts (cheers). The intention with which we started this 
morning must be canned out to the end. If we vacated this hall for one instant, it would be taken by others, 
and tlio moral lesson, which wa intend to teach outsiders, would be lost.” 

Other resolutions having been put and speeches made, Mr. Robert M‘Vicker, a member of the Corporation, 
appeared in the. hall and after mentioning that the resolution to give the hall to the Lord Mayor, had been 
rescinded stated, that he thought it was the duty of the chairman of the meeting to see the Mayor and ask him 
to place the police in possession of the hall, a proposition that was met by cries — “ We’ll not leave it." “ We’ll 
hold it ourselves.” “ We’ll hold tho fort.” 

Subsequently it appears that Mr. Robert M'Clintock vacated the chair, on your being called thereto. And 
upon your conveying to him the thanks of the meeting, ho responded, and advised “ all while maintaining 
their ground not to act on the offensive." 

It would appear that sometime afterwards, and before the Nationalist procession which accompanied the 
Lord Mayor had reached Bishop-street or its neighbourhood, several of the gentlemen above referred to, who 
took part in the meeting above described, left the building — yon having remained behind in the City Hall. 

Not long after, the procession which accompanied the Lord Mayor of Dublin approached tho Diamond 
through Bishop-street. It was at this moment that the not, stated at the commencement of this letter, took 
place amidst great noise and excitement — some of those left behind in possession of the hall, having invaded 
the Council Chamber of the Corporation — others having mounted upon the roof of the City Hall, shots being 
fired through the windows of the Council Chamber towards Bishop-street — and slates and other missiles being 
flung from the building on the crowd below — resulting in several serious injuries. 

The Commissioners appointed by His Excellency’s warrant have in their Report found that the proximate 
cause of the disturbances and breaches of the pence above stated was the forcible occupation by the “Appren- 
tice Boys ” aud their party of the Corporation building. Of the correctness of this finding the Lord Chancellor 
cannot entertain the smallest doubt. 

The Lord Chancellor is far from thinking that you, or the other Magistrates acting with you at the meeting 
in the hall, had either in your view or conception the actual riot which ultimately took place, or the deplor- 
able consequences which followed from it, and uj»on the evidence before him he is willing to believe, although 
you were in the building whilst the riot was actually taking place, that you did no act to aid in it, or give 
any counsel towards it, and that you did not see tho excesses that were being committed. But it appears to 
liim that you, as a Magistrate, have incurred most serious responsibility in violating your duty to the com- 
mission which you hold, in pursuing a line of conduct highly calculated, in his Lordship’s judgment, to 
endanger the public peace — by your having adopted and sanctioned the occupation of the City Hall by the 
Apprentice Boys. 

_ It '"'ould seem to the Lord Chancellor that the seizure of the City Hall was planned or adopted with the 
view, either of overawing the Corporation or preventing the Lord Mayor and his party from having any use 
of it, in case the permission accorded to them previously was not withdrawn. The latter view was adopted by 
yourself, in your evidence. But, be that ns it may, the lawless taking and subsequent holding of the hall 
was an improper and illegal proceeding, and should not have had any sanction whatever from Magistrates. 

The Lord Chancellor does not find that you were party or privy to the original design of taking the hall, 
but on the facts before him, if they be accurate, he thinks that you both countenanced and sanctioned a con- 
tinued occupation by those who illegally possessed themselves of it, and that by your presence and action at the 
meeting you aided the daring and reckless conduct of those Apprentice Boys who seized the hall, and 
promoted and sustained the excitement of those present therein, so as to have them ready for any contingency 
Vi Inch might occur, and thereby afforded an example to other Magistrates of a most dangerous and unallow- 
able character. 

lou will therefore be good enough to give such explanation as you may think proper, either in reference to 
*'5 n y,° , . f tacts a ^ove stated which you may dispute, or any conclusions drawn therefrom affecting your con- 
duct winch may appear to you not to be warranted. 

I beg to add for your information that the statements as to the proceedings and speeches in the City Hall 
q i mee “S above mentioned are taken from the report of the same as contained in the Derry Sentinel of 
» ~ ov'ember last, winch was proved before tbe Commissioners to be correct, and which is set out as 

Appendix B to then- Report. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

William ilemmg Black, esq, at, j.p., j. Lektaigxe. 

losJap, Omagh. 
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Lislap, Omagh, 

O Ti . » » . , . , 3Iarch 31st, 1884. 

S “'-I h “ vc 0,6 honol,r , t0 ■“taowledge the receipt of your communieation of the 27th Hard! reomrino 
explanation from me regarding my presence at the meeting of the Apnrentice Bov, of Twt q V™§ 
November, to ho laid before the Lord Chancellor, and reference being made to i ? 4,1 lst ° f 

k copj _ 

refresh my memory as regards 


than three mouths ago. Before I return such exi^natioD^may I r^uesta Sp^ofTvCTiden^and^ m ° ie 
of tiro D,rry S«*nd of the 3rd November, l' S 83, as i ™U K Xi Z t l ‘ T 


particular's. 


J. Nugent Lentaigne, esq. 


Yours, obedient, 


Lord Chancellor's Secretary’s Office, Four Courts, 
Dublin, 1st April, 1884. 

Sm,— In compliance with the request contained hr yonr letter of tile 31st ultimo, I am directed by the Lord 
Chancellor to srnd you enclosed herewith a copy of the report of the Commission appointed to inquire into the 
disturbances wlneli took place at Londonderry oil the 1st November last, together wich the evidence taken 
before that Commission. 

You will find in the Appendix (B, page 83) a copy of the report of the proceedings and speeches in the 
Corporation Hall, as contained in the Derry Sentinel of the 3rd November last, referred to in my letter of the 


I am, sir. your obedient servant, 


William Fleming Black, Esq., d.l., j.p., Lislap, Omagh. 


•J. Nugent Lentaigne. 


Lislap, Omagh, Co. Tyrone, 

12 th April, 1884. 

Sir,— In reply to your letter of the 27th ultimo, I beg to state that I went on the 1st of November last to 
the City of Londonderry lor the purpose of attending a meeting which was to assemble at Walker's Monument, 
which is on the city walls. That meeting was convened for the purpose of protesting against the attempts of 
the National party — as it is called — from forcing an entry into Ulster, under the guise of a lecture on the 
Franchise, to be delivered by Mr. Dawson, the late Lord Mayor of Dublin. I attended that meeting as a 
loyal subject, closely connected by birth and property with Londonderry, and I honestly considered that I had 
every right to do so without contravening the law, or doing anything that was inconsistent with the conduct 
of a law-abiding and peaceable citizen. 

The meeting, as I have already mentioned, was to have been held at Walker’s Monument, a place where any 
one who knows Londonderry must be aware is the place, of all others, where an open-air meeting of this 
description could be held without fear of provoking any hostile opposition that would tend to a breach of the 
peace. Tt was not for lmlf-an-liour after the time fixed for the holding of this meeting that I became aware 
that the place of meeting had been altered from Walker’s Monument to the Corporation Hall. I was not aware 
of what led to this change, hut I was not surprised at hearing of it, inasmuch as I knew that meetings con- 
vened bv the Apprentice Boys had been often held in the large assembly room of the Hall, which was, in fact, 
a place frequently used for such assemblies. I accordingly went, in company with others, to the Hall, where I 
found a large number of persons assembled ; but that I was aware that there had been any lawless or forcible 
occupation of the Hull, or that the assembly there was otherwise than legal, I distinctly deny. 

During the time it lasted the meeting was an orderly, quiet, and peaceable one, and during the whole time 
that I was in the building on that day, there was not so much as one single act of violence or misconduct, 
on behalf of the people who were in the assembly room. I know nothing of what occurred in the Council 
Chamber except what I have since learned from having read the Report of the Commissioners, and certain 
newspapers. The assembly room or large hall in which I was has no connexion with the Council Chamber, 
nor was I in that room on the day in question. I cannot, thei'efore, regard myself accountable for wliat 
occurred there, more especially as I am by no means satisfied, and it appears to me on a careful perusal of the 
report, that there is no evidence to show that the parties who were in the Council Chamber and on the roof 
of the Hall, formed portion of those who composed the meeting which was held in the assembly room. 

You quote what Mr. Ferguson is reported to have said in support of the view taken by the Dol'd Chancellor. 
If, however, Mr. Ferguson’s speech (if the few sentences uttered by him could lie called a speech) is carefully 
perused, it would seem to me that what he wished to impress on his hearers, was that they were to hold the 
Hall against tho Lord Mayor’s party ; this I considered at the time they had a legal right to do if they did it 
with the concurrence of the Corporation, but I positively deny that I gathered from the speech of Mr. Ferguson 
or from any other speaker on that occasion, that the occupation of the Hall was to be held from the Cor- 
poration or from the properly constituted legal authorities of the city. This will be easily understood when 
it is remembered that I had no reason to believe, and that it never occurred to me that our occupation of the 
room had not the approval of the Corporation. 

I am bound to say that I would have considered it my duty had I been aware that our occupation had 
not the approval of the Corporation, to have advised the giving up the possession of it : but at the same time 
I must admit that I was prepared to advise the holding of the Hall against the Lord Mayor and his party 
after I became aware that the Corporation had refused the use of it to them. 

The charge made by tire Lord Chancellor in the concluding portion of your letter against my conduct on 
tho particular occasion in question, is that I countenanced and sanctioned a continued occupation by those 
who illegally possessed themselves of the Hall. From this conclusion of the Lord Chancellor s I must at once 
most respectfully but most emphatically dissent I was entirely ignorant when I entered the Hall on that 
day, and all the time I remained there, that it had been illegally taken possession of j and I fail to find any 
evidence from the beginning to the end of the Report, which would warrant any other conclusion. 

Although the members of the Corporation, according to the eridenee taken before the Commuaroners, were 
assembled in the Council Chamber when the Hall was entered, and must have been aware of the fact that 
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the meeting was being held therein, yet there was not one word of remonstrance raised by any member o{ 

^ In b ^ncluS St whilst condemning most strongly the acts of violence which were perpetrated on that day, 
I must most emphatically decline to accept the conclusion that my conduct in any way conduced towards 
their perpetration, or that I in any way approved of or sanctioned them, or that my conduct on that occasion 
afforded to other magistrates an example of a most dangerous and unallowable character. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 


To J. Nugent Lentaigne, esq., 

Secretary to the Lord Chancellor of Ireland. 


Wm. F. Black. 


Lord Chancellor’3 Secretary’s Office, Four Courts, Dublin, 
15th April, 1884. 

S IR _J Lave to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 12th instant, which I will submit for the Lord 
Chancellor’s consideration at the earliest opportunity. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

J. Nugent Lentaigne. 

W. F. Black, esq., D.L., j.p., Lislap, Omagh. 


Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, Four Courts, Dublin, 
30th April, 1884. 

Sib, — I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to say that he has read and carefully considered your letter of 
the 12th April instant. Giving full credit to all you state therein, he certainly must say that he thinks there 
was a singular want of apprehension on your part to understand the true state of things in the City Hall a 
short time after you entered it. This, the Lord Chancellor really believes, should have struck a man of fair 
intelligence. You seem to excuse yourself under the notion that the occupation of the City Hall may have 
been with the concurrence of the Corporation. Had this been so, it is very probable that the Lord Chancellor's 
letter would never have been written. The view presented to you in the Lord Chancellor's letter was mainly 
founded on the circumstance that it nowhere appeared in the papers before him that the Corporation had in 
any manner sanctioned the occupation or holding of the Hall by the Apprentice Boys, or those acting with 
them, and that there was the strongest prinid facie evidence before him, in the report of the proceedings in 
the City Hall set out in the Appendix to the Commissioners' report, that the Hall was to be held whether the 
Corporation wished it or not. This conclusion, in the case of yourself and the other County Magistrates, was 
certainly based very much on the observations of Mr. Ferguson, which, as it appeared to the Lord Chancellor, 
everyone in the Hall should have heard. Mr. M'Clmtock 1ms in reference to this made an explanation which, 
to a certain extent, the Lord Chancellor has been able to accept ; and, having regard to the fact that he can. do 
so in the case of the first chairman of the meeting, he does not think that lie can take a different course with 
you, who did not speak at the meeting, and only occupied the second chair, bat he feels bound to say that on 
the occasion in question you did not exhibit either quickness of intelligence or appreciation of the true state 
of things, and that you have exposed yourself us a Magistrate to censure, and that, in future, you must be 
more careful. 

The Lord Chancellor must say that he feels greatly surprised that Magistrates can think themselves justified 
in mixing themselves up in a transaction like that of the meeting in the City Hall ou the day in question, and 
he trusts that a higher sense of the duty which is due to Her Majesty’s Commission of the Peace will yet be 
understood and prerail. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

J. Nugent Lentaigne. 

William Fleming Black, esq., d.l., j.p., Lislap, Omagh. 


Inclosure (4). 

Copy Correspondence with Sir William Miller, Knt., M.B., j.p. 

Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, Four Courts, 
Dublin, 27th March, 1884. 

Sin, I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to inform you that there has been laid before him by the 
direction of His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, the Report oi the Commissioners appointed by His 
Excellency s Warrant to inquire into the disturbances at Londonderry on the 1st November last, and the 
evidence upon which that Report is founded, The said Report and evidence have been so laid before the Lord 
Chancellor with the view of his considering the action of the several magistrates mentioned in the course of the 

evidence, and in the Report of the proceedings in the City Hall, after the Apprentice Boys seised, and were 

holding the occupation of the same, and with a view to his taking such steps in relation thereto os he might 
think advisable and proper. 

It appears that in Londonderry, on the 1st November last, an outrageous and scandalous riot took place in 
or about the hour of two o’clock, p.m., in and in the immediate vicinity of the Corporation Hall of that city, 
on the approach towards it of what has been called a Nationalist procession, and during which riot, several 
shots were fired from the Corporation Hall, and heavy missiles thrown from its roof, and several shots were 
.iIro fired by persons who were either in or close to the Nationalist procession, and serious injuries were caused 
to several persons in the public thoroughfare — the public peace being seriously invaded and disturbed. 
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The circumstances which Jed up to the reprehensible occurrences, just mentioned, appear to be as 
follows : — 

It had been arranged that the Lord Mayor of Dublin, Mr. Dawson, was to deliver a lecture on the said 1st 
of November m the City Hall of Londonderry, which would seem to have been previously placed at his disposal 
by the permission or resolution of the Corporation of the city. 1 1 

In the forenoon of that day, close upon the hour of twelve o’clock, a meeting of the Corporation would seem 
to have been summoned for the purpose of considering whether the said permission or resolution should not he 
withdrawn or rescinded. 

It would also appear, that it was expected that the Lord Mayor of Dublin on his visit to Londonderrv on 
the day iu question, would be received by a monster out-door demonstration of persons calling themselves 
Nationalists, with hands and banners, organized for his reception. 

It appeal’s that a counter-demonstration suggested or projected by a body of persons in Londonderrv, styling 
themselves “ the Apprentice Boys,” was summoned to assemble at Walker’s Pillar in the said city, under 
placards or circulars purporting to bear the name of Mr. Robert M'Clintock, hereinafter mentioned, to' protest, 
amongst other things, against the action of the Corporation in permitting the meeting to be held in the City 
Hall, at which the Lord Mayor of Dublin was to deliver his lecture. 

It would further appear, that on the day in question, while the Corporation were assembled in their Council 
Chamber considering the question of withdrawing the permission or rescinding the resolution above referred 
to, “the Apprentice Boys,” several hundred in number, having proceeded with bands and banners from the 
neighbourhood of Walker’s Pillar, came in the direction of Bishop’s-street, and so down to the Diamond, when 
they quickened their pace to a rim, and rushed into the Corporation Hall through the door facing Bishop’s- 
street, mounted the stairs, forced open a door, and took possession of the Assembly Hall, amidst much cheering 
and shoutiug. This occurred soon after twelve o’clock while the Corporation were still in deliberation in the 
adjoining Council Chamber, in which it would appear that the cheering and shouting of the Apprentice Boys, 
as they seized and occupied the Assembly Hall, could plainly be heard. 

This lawless and forcible occupation of the City Hall was followed by the entry of Mr. Robert M‘C'lintock 
and other gentlemen, several of whom hold Her Majesty’s Commission of the Peace, into the said City Hall, 
and by those gentlemen uniting themselves there with the Apprentice Boys who were so iu possession of it. 
Immediately thereupon the occupants of the Hall constituted themselves a meeting, of which Mr. Robert 
M‘ Clin took became the chairman under a resolution proposed by Mr. Ferguson, who used the following words, 
amongst others : — “ I aui about to move that your City Grand Master, Robert M’C'lintook, n.t., Dunmore, 
take the chair. The right man in the right place (cheers), who nobly responded to your call and issued his 
fiat, which, if it has not been attended with great results in the way of numbers, has been attended with 
that indomitable pluck and resolution and success which ever follows any attempt undertaken by the gallant 
Apprentice Boys (cheers). And now, Derry men, and Tyrone men, and Limavady men, I am glad to see you 
here. We saw through this feint that our chicken-hearted Corporators could not see or pretended not to see 
through (cheers). I hope we have foiled it.” On this resolution being seconded by Mr. Colhoun, Mr. 
Ferguson spoke as follows: — “Before that is put, I will just say to you, that we have got to hold this Hall 
to-night till ten o’clock (tremendous cheering), and that no person is to wander out of the garrison, if you are 
to hold it (cheers). Prepare yourselves for a state of seige, and we will send you in refreshments.” Haring 
taken the chair, Mr. Robert M'Clintock addressed the meeting, and afterwards several other speeches, some of 
them being of a highly inflammatory character, were made. 

During the time this meeting was being held, information seems to have reached the Hall that the Corpora- 
tion had, by a large majority, rescinded the resolution allowing the Lord Mayor of Dublin to lecture in the 
Hall, whereupon the said Mr. Ferguson spoke as follows : — “ Tliis is yielding to the moral force of ‘ no surrender 
(cheers), but it does not for one moment make us relax our efforts (cheers). The intention with which we 
started tliis morning must he carried out to the end. If we vacated this Hall for one ^instant, it would be 
taken by others, and the moral lesson, winch we intend to teach outsiders, would be lost’ 

Resolutions having been put and other speeches made, and whilst Mi-. Vance Macaulay was addressing the 
meeting, it appears that you, who, as a member of the Corporation, had been up to this rime taking part in 
its deliberations in the Council Chamber, emered the. Hall, and advanced to the platform. On Mr. Vance 
Macaulay ending his speech, Mr. Robert M'Vicker, also a member of the Corporation, who had been in the 
Council Chamber, addressed the meeting, and, in the course of Ins observations, spoke as follows :— He 


plan, and ask the Mayor to do his duty." Mr. Corscaden, “ We’ll hold t , . T 

“ If the Mayor declined to do Ms duty, then be would suggest another plan (cheers and laughter). Iume- 
diately aftaiards you rose and addressed the meeting, and are reported to haye made use of .rnongst otheij 
she following observations “ He clid not want to say one word that would insult the Lord Muyol, who was 
entitled to hold Ms opinions, but he would say this, that when following up their attempted my asion of Ulster, 

the Committee, and that the or shortly before 

it ™ jMsTmTeto Se 'which accompanied the Lord Mayor had reached 

m was over, mis was Deioie me x-uwim - r _ nrncession which accompanied the Lord Mayor of 

Bishop-street or its neighbourhood, but ^tlmg^terthe i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Dublin approached the Diamond through Bjshop-stiee ^ Lt t ^ ent _ JJ0 ^ of those lefc behind in pos- 
commencement of this letter took place, amidst great noise d UoMtieIS mounted upon the 

session of the Hall, having invaded the Council Chamber ol n Pimm her towards Bishon-street 

roof of the City Hall, d£» being tel 

and slates and other missiles ^ ^Ws warrant have in their Eeport found that the proa- 

Junes. The Commissioners appointed by HA J stated was the forcible occupation by the 

mate cause of the disturbances and breac building Of the correctness of this finding the Lord 

Apprentice Boys, and them party, of the Corporation nunanij, 

Chancellor cannot entertain the smallest W*. , ... . , a mco m C t account as to what occurred 

■ It' I 0 "* °i““S e u C 't c* 3 »"**£ He however wishes it to be distinctly understood that he is not 

in the Assembly TTa.l l before you entered it. -tie, nowev , q 
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■willing to hold you responsible for what occurred before your entry into the Hall, but he thinks, that you as a 
gentleman holding Her Majesty’s Commission of the Peace, as you do for tne City of Londonderry, should not 
have by your presence and countenance sanctioned the possession of the Hall as yon saw it, palpably unlawful 
and improper, and that it was your duty, as a magistrate, particularly after the observations of Mr. M‘Vicker, 
to which you gave no support whatever, to have retired from the Hall when you saw the state of things that 
there existed. ° Instead of so doing you thought it fit to give what, in the Lord Chancellor's judgment, was a 
direct and positive encouragement to those who had the illegal and improper possession of the Hall, to persevere 
in holding it. The Lord Chancellor is far from thinking that you had either in your view or conception the 
actual riot which ultimately took place, or the deplorable consequences which followed froih it. But it appeals 
to him that you as a magistrate, have incurred most serious responsibility, in violating your duty to the com- 
mission which vou hold, in pui-suing a line of conduct liighly calculated, in his Lordship’s judgment, to endanger 
the public peace, by your having adopted and sanctioned the occupation of the City Hall by the Apprentice 
Boys, and by your language and action at the meeting having aided the daring and reckless conduct of those 
wlio seized the' Hall, and promoted and sustained the excitement of those present therein, so as to make them 
ready for any contingency which might occur, and thereby afforded an example to other magistrates of a most 
dangerous and unallowable character. 

You will therefore he good enough to give such explanation as you may think proper, either in reference to 
any of the facts above stated which you may dispute, or any conclusions drawn therefrom affecting your con- 
duct, which mnv appear to you not to he warranted. 

I beg to add for your information that the .statements as to the proceedings and speeches in the City Hall at 
the meeting above mentioned, are taken from the report of the same, as contained in the Derry Sentinel of the 
3rd November last, which was proved before the Commissioners to be correct and which is set out as Appendix 
B to their Report. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

J. Nogent Lenta igne. 

Alderman Sir ‘William Miller, Knt., M.B., j.p., Londonderry. 


18, Pump-street, Londonderry, 

31st March, 1884. 

Sir, — I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 27th March. 

I have not yet been able to obtain a copy of the report of the Commissioners, and I must therefore delay 
answering your letter for a few days, until I have read the report 

1 remain your obedient, 

William Miller, m.b. & j.p., City of Derry. 

J. N. Lentaigne, Esq., Secretary, 

The Lord Chancellor, Four Courts, Dublin. 


18, Pump-street, Londonderry, 

15th April, 1884. 

Sib, — I n answer to your letter dated the 27th day of March, written by direction of the Lord Chancellor, 
requesting me to give such explanation as I may think proper, either in reference to any of the facts therein 
stated winch I may dispute, or any conclusions drawn therefrom affecting my conduct which may appear to me 
not to he warranted, I beg to state, that I do not admit all the facts stated in your letter to be correctly stated, 
and I respectfully, but firmly deny, that the conclusions drawn therefrom affecting my conduct are in any way 
warranted. 

You say in your letter, that the Lord Chancellor thinks that holding Her Majesty’s Commission of the 
Peace, I should not have, hv my presence and countenance, sanctioned the possession of the Hall as I saw it, 
palpably unlawful and improper, and that it was my duty as a magistrate, particularly after the observations 
of Mr. M'Vicker (to which I gave no support), to have retired from the Hall when I saw the state of things 
there existing, but that instead of so doing, that I thought fit to give what, in the Lord Chancellor’s judgment, 
was a direct and positive encouragement to those who had illegsd and improper possession of the Hall, to 
persevere in holding it You then state, that it appears to the Lord Chancellor that I, as a magistrate, have 
incurred most serious responsibility in violating my duty to the Commission which I hold, in pursuing a line 
of conduct highly calculated, in His Lordship’s judgment, to endanger the public peace, by my having adopted 
and sanctioned the occupation of the Hall by the Apprentice Boys, and by my language and actions, &c. <5sc. 

It appears to me, from the foregoing portions of your letter, if they represent the correct state of the case, 
that the Lord Chancellor has not only tried and convicted me, hut has also passed sentence on me behind my 
back, and without having heard me on my defence. This I cannot believe on behalf of a judge whose 
impartiality and uprightness are so well known. I shall therefore respectfully offer for the consideration of 
His Lordship what I submit is a good defence to the charges made against my conduct in reference to the 
transactions which took place in Derry on the 1st of November last. 

You say in your letter, that a meeting of the Corporation was summoned for noon of that day, for the 
purpose of considering whether the permission granting the use of the Hall to the Lord Mayor of Dublin 
should be withdrawn or rescinded ; this is not correct. Tho meeting was not called for any such purpose, but 
was the quarterly meeting of the Corporation fixed by the Municipal Corporations Act to be held on the 1st 
November, and the question of the granting of the Hall only arose in the ordinary course of business in 
considering the report of the Police and Markets Committee, which requires the sanction of the quarterly 
meeting of the Corporation. I attended this meeting of the Corporation held in the Council Chamber, and 
was therefore in the building about my lawful business. 

When leaving the Conncil meeting I crossed the lobby to the Assembly Hall, and there found, to all 
appearance, a lawful and peaceable meeting going on j there was nothing in the state of things that would lead 
any one to the conclusion that it was an improper or illegal one, the demeanour of the people composing the 
meeting was free from any undue excitement, and then* conduct, the whole time I was in the Hall, was most 
orderly. 

The meeting in the Hall as I saw it, most certainly, did not strike me as palpably unlawful, nor did it strike 
me that it was my duty as a magistrate, to leave it after the observations of Mr. M'Vicker j I gave bis 
observations every support, so far as they went, to exhort the people to maintain law and order, but the Lori 
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Chancellor seems to have overlooked that portion of my speech whore I said — “ I advise all present not sav a 
single word that would offend any one supporting the Constitutional cause, the Queen, and their own liberties, 
and let them not allow their enemies to have the victory by doing one act of violence.” As to Sir. M'Vicker's 
observations about calling on the Mayor to do his duty, I did not then, nor do I now, consider that it was in 
any wav incumbent on me or properly permissible to point out to the Mayor what his duty was ; he having 
been a magistrate more than thirty yearn, and having more experience in the office of Mayor — which he had 
several times idled — than either Mr. M'Vicker or myself, but I most certainly did not intend to convey the 
idea, by anything I said or did, that the possession of the hall should be withheld from the Mayor or the 
Corporation authorities if they had desired it. 

The greater part of my speech consisted of a reference to what had taken place at the Corporation meetings, 
in respect to the granting of the hall to the Lord Mayor ; and where I spoke of the Lord Mayor and his party 
(which is the portion of my speech quoted by you us the part particularly taken exception to by the Lord 
Chancellor) I thought I spoke of them in the most temperate language. 

I fail to see that I said anything of them that was untrue, nor did I say anything which has not been spoken 
of them over and over again by Ministers of State in language ten times as strong as that used by me. The 
portion of my speech quoted by you in your letter, and here alluded to, was as follows : — 

“ I did not want to say one word that would insult the Lord Mayor, who was entitled to hold bis opinions, 
but I would say this, that when following up then- attempted invasion of Ulster the Nationalist party tried 
to enter Derry under the guise of a lecture on the franchise, that pretence would not be accepted, and the loyal 
citizens had determined to show to England and Scotland that in this historic maiden city of Deny these men 
would be grappled with and would not be allowed to spout their treasonable and seditious doctrines (cheers). 
I was proud to say that the Corporation had reversed the decision of the Committee, and that the Nationalists 
would now have no claim on the hall.” 

Even in these few carefully selected sentences out of my speech I fail to find that direct encouragement given 
to those who had possession of the hall to hold it as stated in your letter. In speaking these words the 
occupation of the hall by the Apprentice Boys was a subject that did not enter my mind, the remarks were 
intended to refer to the action of the Corporation in refusing the hall to the Lord Mayor and his party as is 
clear- from the concluding sentence. I further beg to point out to the Lord Chancellor that I was only a few 
minutes in the Assembly Hall altogether on that day, as I left almost immediately after I had spoken. I was 
not in the room at the beginning of the meeting when Mr. Ferguson made the speech quoted in your letter, 
nor did he make any speech that day while I was there. I left the meeting before it had concluded and went 
direct to my own house a considerable time before the Lord Mayor’s procession made its appearance, where I 
remained till late in the afternoon, and long after the riot complained of was all passed and over. 

I have the honour to be your obedient servant, 

William Miller, Knt., m.b. and j.p., City of Deny, Alderman. 

J. N. Lentaigne, esq., Secretary, 

The Lord Chancellor’s Offices, Four Courts, Dublin. 


Four Courts, Dublin, 

17th April, 1884. 

Sir, — I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 15th instant, which I will submit for the Lord 
Chancellor’s consideration at the earliest opportunity. 

I have the honour to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

J. Nugent Lentaigne. 

Sir William Miller, Knt., j.p., Londonderry. 


Lord Chancellor’s Secretary’s Office, Four Courts, 
Dublin, 30th April, 1884. 

Sir, I am directed by tbe Lord Chancellor to say that he has considered your letter of the 15th April, in 

reply to his letter, calling for an explanation of your conduct in the City Hall on the 1st November last I 
am further directed to state that if the Lord Chancellor had to deal with your letter only, he would have felt a 
good deal of difficulty in coming to the determination he has arrived at in your case. In calling upon you tor 
your explanation the Lord Chancellor was obliged, in the discharge of his duty, to place before you the state of 
facts which appeared to him to exist on the evidence, as contained in the Beport and appendix thereto of the 
Commissioners, and to plainly state the conclusions he felt bound to draw therefrom. He was compelled to 
come to the conclusion that the City Hall was on the day in question illegally occupied, and he saw that you, a 
member of tbe Corporation of tbe City, who, above all others, must have known that the persons who were in 
the Hall had no lawful authority to be there, had actually left the Councd Chamber and addressed those per- 
sons in the Hall, in what he must still call very objectionable language, and that you had pursued tliut course 
in opposition to the very sensible suggestion of another member of the Corporation (Mr. M Vicker), that the 
legal course should be pursued, viz., to apply to the Mayor to give the police possession of the Hall, which 
plainly meant to keep it from contending parties. . , , 

The Lord Chancellor indicated to yon that he did not hold yon responsible for what occurred before you 
entered the Hall, and the fact that the Corporation was not specially summoned to consider the revocation of 
tbe permission accorded to the Lord Mayor of Dublin is of no material bearing whatever. 

The Lord Chancellor has had from Mr. M'CIintock an explanation winch, wlSml e hS 


J.11C UUIU LlUtVUCOiUU Alivo ail.'-. . a w... — • — i , . 

til accept, and he has been able also to extend that acceptance to the other county i 
addressed, but he directs me to convey to yon that he boa the greatest MciiUy m so the CWU 

still thinks that yon ought not to have taken any part in the meeting m the City Hall after 
Chamber, and tbit you ought to have at once retired from the Hall when Mr. M Vjdmrt prepomtim, and the 
manner in which it was received, made it apparent .to any mtelhgent hearer that the Had ° r ™ 

properly occupied and that your subsequently addressing the meeting m the lajp^e you ^d, was a most 
LtanaWror on your part. The Icjd Chancellor, however, thinks that he may be juahhed m not resorting 
to Semfm^ures L your case, but distinctly apprises yon that your conduct is, m has opinion, deserving of 

censure. , . 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

J. Nugent Lentaigne. 


Sir William Miller, Knt., j.p., Londonderry. 
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